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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Title  50 — ^Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I — UNITED  STATES  RSH  AND 
WILDLIFE  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
THE  INTERIOR 

SUBCHAPTER  B — TAKING,  POSSESSION,  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  SALE,  PURCHASE,  EXPORTATION 
AND  IMPORTATION  OF  WILDLIFE 

PART  17— ENDANGERED  AND 
THREATENED  WILDLIFE  AND  PLANTS 

Final  Determination  of  Captive,  Self- 
Sustaining  Populations  for  3  Large  Cats, 
2  Primates  and  6  Pheasants;  RelaM 
Permit  Requirements,  and  the  Definition 
of  "Enhancing  the  Survival  of  the 
Species” 

AGENCY:  U,S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Serv¬ 
ice. 

ACTION:  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  contains  the  de- 
terminatioa  of  captive,  self-sustaining 
populations  in  the  United  States  for  3 
species  of  large  cats,  2  primates,  and  6 
pheasants.  It  determines  these  popula¬ 
tions  to  be  Threatened  species,  and 
makes  permits  available  for  activities 
such  as  interstate  commerce,  which  can¬ 
not  be  permitted  for  other  populations 
of  these  ft.nimA.].s  that  are  Endangered 
species.  It  also  amends  the  permit  re¬ 
quirements  to  buy,  sell.  Import,  export, 
or  otherwise  deal  with  such  wildlife.  This 
rule  defines  the  phrase  “enhancing  the 
survival  of  the  species”  as  it  relates  to 
Endangered  and  Threatened  species.  In 
order  to  clarify  the  purposes  for  which 
permits  may  be  issued. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Jime  1,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT:  , 

Richard  M.  Parsons,  Chief,  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office,  U.S.  Fish  and 
WUdlrfe  Service,  Washington,  D.C. 
20240.  (202-634-1496.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 
The  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  hereby  issues  a  rule  pursuant  to 
Sections  4(a)  and  4(c)  of  the  Endan¬ 
gered  Species  Act  of  1973  (the  “Act,”  16 
UJS.C.  1531-1543;  87  Stat.  884)  determin¬ 
ing  that  Captive,  Self-sustaining  Popu¬ 
lations  (“CSSP’s”)  of  the  following 
Endangered  species  exist  in  the  United 
States: 

1.  Brown-eared  pheasant,  Crossoptilon 
mantchuricum. 

2.  Edward’s  pheasant,  Lophura  edioardsi. 

3.  Bar-taUed  pheasant,  Sprmaticiia  hu- 
miae.  — 

4.  Mikado  pheasant,  Symu^tictu  mikado. 

6.  Palawan  peacock  pheasant,  Polyplec- 

tron  emphanum. 

6.  Swlnhoe’s  pheasant,  Lophura  swinhoii. 

7.  Tiger,  Panthera  tigris. 

8.  Leopard,  Panthera  pardus. 

9.  Jaguar,  Panthera  onca. 

10.  ZUng-talled  lemur.  Lemur  catta. 

11.  Black  lemur.  Lemur  macaco. 

This  rule,  pursuant  to  Sections  4(d) 
and  10(a)  of  the  Act,  also  amends  permit 
regulations  for  captive,  self-sustaining 
peculations  (CSSP’s)  and  defines  “en- 
bajicing  the  survival  of  the  species.” 

Background 

Section  9  of  the  Act  sets  forth  pro- 
hlbitloiis  that  apply  to  any  Endangered 


species  of  fish  or  wildlife  listed  pursuant 
to  Section  4  of  the  Act  With  some  excep- 
tlexis,  these  prohibitions  apply  to  indi¬ 
vidual  animals  of  such  specles  Whether  in 
captivity  or  in  the  wild. 

The  primary  purpose  of  the  Act  is  the 
conservation  and  continued  existence  of 
wild  populations  of  faima  and  flora 
which  are  endangered  or  threatened,  and 
the  ecosystems  on  which  they  depend. 
The  Service  recognizes  that  the  survival 
of  Endangered  species  of  animals  in  cap¬ 
tivity  is  to  some  extent  related  to  this 
purpose.  The  captive  Individuals  provide 
gene  pools  that  deserve  continued  pres¬ 
ervation,  and  such  individuals  make  it 
possible  to  re-establish  or  rejuvinate  wild 
populations.  For  these  reasons,  the  Serv¬ 
ice  will  continue  to  enforce  the  stringent 
prohibitions  of  the  Act  as  they  relate  to 
captive  individuals  of  a  species  that  Is 
Endangered  In  the  wild,  and  for  which 
procedures  to  develop  CSSP’s  have  not 
been  perfected. 

However,  there  are  other  species  that 
while  Endangered  in  the  wild,  are  being 
bred  in  captivity  in  such  numbers  that 
CSSP’s  have  been  established.  ’The  suc¬ 
cessful  maintenance  of  such  populations 
usually  depends  on  the  ability  of  zoos 
or  other  pn^iagatorB  to  transfer  breed¬ 
ing  stock  and  progeny  in  an  efficient  and 
expeditious  manner. 

The  Service  recognizes  that  successful 
propagation  Is  expensive  and  requires 
considerable  investment  In  facilities, 
food,  personnel  and  other  items.  It  often 
depends  on  the  propagator’s  ability  to 
recoup  his  expenses  through  the  sale  of 
surplus  animals. 

In  order  to  enhance  the  ability  of  prop¬ 
agators  to  breed  animals  in  captivity  in 
such  numbers  that  a  self-sustaining  pop¬ 
ulation  is  maintained,  the  Service  has 
established  certain  rules.  Rules  in  §  17.7 
establish  the  basis  for  treating  CSSP’s 
of  otherwise  Endangered  species  as 
Threatened.  The  determination  of 
whether  any  species  is  so  treated  is  mttde 
pursuant  to  S^tion  4(a)  (5)  of  the  Act, 
which  states  that  “other  natural  or  man¬ 
made  factors  affecting  its  continued  ex¬ 
istence”  are  among  the  factors  that  can 
lead  to  the  determination  of  Endangered 
or  Threatened  status.  In  the  case  of 
CSSP’s,  successful  propagation  is  the 
“manmade  factor”  that  leads  to  their 
treatment  as  Threatened. 

Justlflcaticm  for  treating  CSSP’s  as 
Threatened  while  wild  populations  of 
the  same  species  are  Endangered  was 
given  in  the  proposed  rule  in  the  May  5, 
1976,  Federal  Register  (41  FR  18619) : 

Hie  Act  contains  sufficient  flexibility  to 
recognize  these  situations  and  provides  for 
the  recognition  of  two  degrees  of  threat. 
It  provides  for  the  determination  of  En¬ 
dangered  Species,  l.e.,  those  threatened  r/lth 
extinction,  4tnd  for  Threatened  l^ecies,  l.e., 
those  threatened  w*.th  becoming  Endangered. 
Hie  statute  Itself  limits  the  uses  that  cem 
be  made  of  any  “Endfuigered  Spedes.”  How¬ 
ever,  with  regard  to  a  “Threatened  l^iedes” 
the  Act  authorizes  the  Secretary  to  “•  •  • 
Issue  such  regulations  as  he  deems  necessary 
and  advisable  to  provide  for  the  conserva¬ 
tion  of  such  species  *  * 

In  addition,  the  Act  mandates  considera¬ 
tion  not  only  of  spedes  and  subspecies  but 
also  of  “•  •  •  any  other  group  of  flsh  or 


wildlife  of  the  same  spedes  *  •  •  in  com¬ 
mon  spatial  arrangement  that  interbreed 
when  mature  •  • 

One  might  consider  a  situation  in 
which  a  species  is  critically  endangered 
In  the  wild  but  for  which  a  self-perpetu¬ 
ating  “population”  has  been  establl^ed 
among  zoos,  game  breeders,  avlculturlsts 
or  others  in  this  country.  This  captive 
population  is  being  husbanded  wisely  and 
is,  in  fact,  a  population  separate,  apart 
and  not  contributing  to  or  drawing  on, 
the  wild  populations  of  that  same 
species. 

Such  a  CSSP  fits  the  criteria  of  an 
“•  •  •  other  group  of  flsh  or  wildlife  of 
the  same  species  *  *  *  in  common  spa¬ 
tial  arrangement  that  interbreed  when 
mature  •  •  •”  and  may  be  considered 
a  “species”  pursuant  to  Section  3(11)  of 
the  Act.  ITierefore  the  status  of  such  a 
captive.  Endangered  Species  can  be  re¬ 
viewed  to  determine  whether  it  would  be 
classified  as  a  “Threatened”  rather  than 
an  “Endangered”  species. 

The  proposed  rule  presented  data  on 
each  of  the  16  species  that  had  been  pro¬ 
posed  for  CSSP  status : 

Section  17.7  of  Psu^t  17  of  Title  50  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  sets 
forth  8  criteria  which  must  be  considered 
in  determining  whether  a  CSSP  of  an 
Endangered  Species  has  been  attained. 
These  are  paraphrased  below : 

1.  The  approximate  number  of  living 
specimens  of  that  species  that  exist  in 
captivity  in  the  United  States; 

2.  The  age  and  sex  ratios  of  such  cap¬ 
tive  specimens; 

3.  The  number  of  persons  who  have 
successfully  propagated  the  species  in 
captivity; 

4.  The  number  of  generations  of  the 
species  that  have  been  successfully  pro¬ 
duced  in  captivity; 

5.  ’The  likdlhocd  that  persons  owning 
or  controlling  such  captive  specimens 
will  cooperate  in  insuring  the  continued 
existence  of  the  reproduction  among 
such  specimens; 

6.  The  number  of  requests  to  take  or 
Import  wild  specimens  of  the  same  spe¬ 
cies  during  the  24  months  Immediately 
prior  to  the  date  consideration  of  the 
species  was  undertaken; 

7.  The  ratio  of  wild  bom  versus  cap¬ 
tive  bom  specimens  of  the  species  in 
captivity  in  the  United  States;  and 

8.  Sucli  other  factors  as  the  Director 
deems  appropriate. 

Data  relative  to  these  criteria,  as  they 
apply  to  each  of  the  species  under  con¬ 
sideration  are  set  forth  below.  To  con¬ 
serve  space,  the  criteria  themselves  are 
not  repeated  for  each  species,  instead 
the  numbered  comments  following  the 
name  of  the  species  relate  to  the  criteria 
enumerated  above.  Thus,  comments 
adjacent  to  the  numeral  “4”  following 
the  name  of  the  “tiger,”  would  relate  to 
the  number  of  generations  of  tigers 
known  to  have  been  produced  in  cap¬ 
tivity  (criterion  number  “4”  above). 

A.  Brown  eared  pheasant,  Crossoptilon 
mantchuricum 

I.  over  452 

3.  age  ratio — the  462  documented  birds  m* 
breeding  ege 

sex  ratio — approximately  1:1 
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3.  about  80 

4.  at  least  6 
0.  high 

6.  none 

7.  all  ci4>tive  born 

B.  Edward's  pheasant,  Lophura  edwarOM 

1.  over  308 

а.  age  ratio— the  308  documented  birds  are 

breeding  age 

sex  ratio — i4>proxlinatel7  1:1 

3.  about  38 

4.  at  least  6 

8.  high 

б.  none 

7.  all  captive  bom 

O.  Bar-tailed  pheasant,  Syrtnaticut  humiae 

1.  over  448 

а.  age  ratio— the  446  documented  birds  are 

breeding  age 

sex  ratio — approximately  1 : 1 

3.  about  84 

4.  at  least  6 

б.  high 

6.  none 

7.  all  captive  born 

D.  Mikado  pheasant,  ^j/rmaticus  mikado 

1.  over  430 

а.  age  ratio — the  430  documented  birds  are 

breeding  age 

sex  ratio — (4>proxlmately  1 : 1 

3.  about  66 

4.  at  least  6 

б.  high 

6.  none 

7.  all  ci^itive  bora 

E.  Palawan  peacock  pheasant,  Polyplectron 
emphanum 

1.  over  176  "" 

а.  age  ratio— the  178  documented  birds  are 

breeding  age 

sex  ratio — approximately  1 : 1 

3.  about  17 

4.  at  least  8 

б.  high 

6.  none 

7.  all  or  nearly  all  ci4>tive  born 

F.  Swlnhoe  pheasant,  Lophura  swinhoii 
1.  over  1,638 

а.  age  ratio — the  1.628  documented  birds  are 

breeding  age 

sex  ratio — approximately  1 : 1 

3.  about  140 

4.  at  least  8 

8.  high 

б.  none 

7.  all  captive  born 

O.  White -eared  pheasant,  Crostoptilon 
crossoptUon 

1.  over  48 

2.  age  ratio — the  48  documented  birds  are 

breeding  age 

sex  ratio— approximately  1 : 1 

3.  about  a 

4.  at  least  6 

8.  high 

6.  none 

7.  all  captive  born 

8.  the  apparent  low  number  of  this  ^>ecles 

In  captivity  and  the  few  Individuals  who 
apparently  have  propagated  them  give 
cause  for  concern  as  to  whether  a 
C.SB.P.,  for  this  bird  has  been  estab¬ 
lished.  However,  since  It  Is  felt  that 
other  birds  ot  this  species  are  being  pro¬ 
pagated  by  persons  whose  data  are  noi 
represented  In  the  above,  this  q>ecles  is 
being  pix^Msed.  These  factors  will  be 
given  serious  consldwatton  In  reviewing 
data  submitted  In  response  to  this  pro¬ 
posal. 
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H.  Nene  goose,  Brmnta  aandvicensis 

t.  lot 

t.  age  ratio— the  103  documented  birds  are 
breeding  age 

sex  ratio — approximately  1 : 1 

8.  over  9 
4.  at  leiut  8 

8.  Mgtl 

6.  none 

7.  all  captive  born 

8.  see  comments  at  the  end  of  the  data  sum¬ 

mary 

I.  Hawaiian  duck.  Anas  uytHlUana 
1.  101 

а.  age  ratio— the  101  dociunented  birds  are 

breeding  age 

sex  ratio — i4>proxlmateIy  1 : 1 

3.  over  14 

4.  at  least  8 

б.  high 

6.  none 

7.  all  c^tlve  born 

8.  see  comments  at  the  end  of  the  data  sum¬ 

mary 

J.  Laysan  teal,  Ana$  laysanenais 
1.  approximately  283 

а.  age  ratio— the  383  docxunented  birds  are 

breeding  age 

sex  ratio— at  least  138  males,  173  females 
and  43  of  unknown  sex 

3.  over  13 

4.  at  least  8 

8.  high 

б.  none 

7.  all  captive  boru 

8.  available  information  indicates  this  Is  a 

difficult  species  to  breed  consistently  In 
captivity.  This  factoa(  as  well  as  the  ad- 
dltlmial  comments  at  the  end  ot  the 
data  summary  will  be  given  careful  con¬ 
sideration. 

K.  Masked  bobwhlte  quail,  Colinua 
virginianua  ridgwayi 

1.  more  than  06 

2.  age  ratio — the  96  documented  birds  are 

breeding  age 

sex  ratio — approximately  1:1 

3.  over  0 

4.  at  least  6 
8.  high 

6.  none 

7.  all  captive  born 

8.  see  comments  at  the  end  of  the  data 

summary 

L.  Tiger,  Panthera  tigria 

1.  at  least  289 

2.  approximate  age  breakdowns:  103 — 1  yr., 

36 — 2  JT.,  18 — 3  yr,  17 — 4  yr.,  84 — 10  yr., 
38 — 18  yr.,  18 — 30  yr.,  and  5 — greater 
than  20  yr. 

sex  ratio — 1:1.3  > 

3.  over  26  ‘ 

4.  at  least  4 
8.  high 

6.  none 

7.  1:67 

M.  Leopard.  Panthera  pardua 
1.  at  least  217 

а.  approximate  age  breakdown:  83 — 1  yr.. 

13 — a  yr.,  16 — 4  yr.,  30 — 8  yr.,  70 — 10  yr., 
19 — 18  yr.,  8 — 30  yr.,  8 — greater  than  20 
yr. 

sex  ratio— 1:1.1 

3.  over  18 

4.  at  least  4 

8.  high 

б.  no  more  than  1 

7.  1:13 

N.  Jaguar,  Panthera  onca 

1.  at  least  141 

2.  approximate  age  breakdown:  31 — 1  yr., 

18 — a  yr,  9 — 8  yr,  13 — 4  yr.,  13 — 8  yr. 
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S3 — 10  yr,  17—18  yr,  8—30  yr,  and  3 
greater  than  30  yr. 
sex  ratio— 1:1 

3.  over  13 

4.  at  least  4 

8.  high 

6.  no  more  than  1 

7.  1:43 

O.  Ring-tailed  lemur.  Lemur  cotta 
1.  at  least  169 

а.  age  breakdown:  34 — 1  yr,  IS — ^3  yr,  18 — 

3  yr,  18 — 4  yr,  16—6  yr,  88—10  yr,  18— 
16  yr,  3 — 20  yr,  3 — greater  than  20  yr. 
sex  ratio — 1:1.4 

3.  at  least  10 

4.  at  least  3 

8.  hl^ 

б.  none 

7.  approximately  1 : 10 

P.  Black  lemur.  Lemur  macaco 
1.  at  least  146 

а.  at  age  breakdown:  31 — lyr,  11 — 3  yr.,  17 — 

3  yr,  18—4  yr,  19—6  yr,  39—10  yr,  31— 
18  yr.,  1 — 30  yr.,  and  0--greater  than  30 
yr. 

sex  ratio — 1:1.1 

3.  at  least  a 

4.  at  least  8 

8.  high 

б.  none 

7.  approximately  1 :4 

The  proposed  rule.  In  addition  to 
determining  CSSP's,  ctmtained  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  89  1T.7  and  17.33. 
These  amendments  would  have  made 
permits  available  pursuant  to  8  17.32  or 
17.33  fw  CSSP’s.  They  would  have  pro¬ 
vided  9 17.32  permits  to  authcMize 
taking,  importation  or  expOTtatlixi.  Per¬ 
mits  would  have  been  available  pursuant 
to  9  17.33  “for  a  single  transaction,  a 
series  of  transactions,  or  activities  over 
a  specified  period  of  time.” 

'I^e  proposal  would  have  amended 
the  issuance  criteria  for  piermits  in 
$  17.33  to  include  ccmsideration  of  the 
opinkms  or  views  of  scloitists  or  other 
persons  or  organlzatiMis.  Applications 
for  permits  to  authorize  an  unlimited 
number  of  transactions  over  a  specified 
period  of  time,  and  such  others  as  the 
Dir^tor  deems  impropriate,  would  be 
pumished  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  permit  conditions  in  9  17.33  would 
have  been  amended  by  the  proposal  to 
require  the  permittee  to  transfer  owner¬ 
ship  of  wildlife  held  imder  the  permit 
only  to  another  hold^  of  a  9  17.32  or 
§  17.33  permit.  It  also  would  have  re¬ 
quired  the  permittee  to  keep  records  and 
file  reports  of  his  activities,  and  may 
have  required  him  to  mark  wildlife  for 
identification  purposes.  The  duration  of 
permits  in  9  17.33  would  have  been 
limited  to  a  period  not  longer  than  two 
years. 

Another  subject  covered  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  was  the  definition  of 
“enhancing  the  survival  of  endangered 
wildlife.”  Section  10(a)  of  the  Act  states 
that  any  otherwise  prohibited  activity 
may  be  submitted  “to  enhance  the  prop¬ 
agation  or  survival  of  the  affected 
soecies.”  The  proposal  would  have 
defined  “enhancing  the  survival”  by 
stating  that  it  included  conservation  ex¬ 
hibition.  euthanasia  and  surplus  pools. 
Such  a  definition  would  make  permits 
available  for  activities  that  frequently 
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arise  In  the  normal  course  of  maintain¬ 
ing  captive  ftnimAis,  and  fmr  which  per¬ 
mits  are  currently  unavailable.  It  would 
apply  to  activities  Involving  Endangered 
8p>ecies  In  captivity,  even  though  they 
are  not  treated  as  CSSP’s. 

Public  Comments 

Public  oMnments  were  received  from 
52  individuals,  organizations  and  State 
governments  in  response  to  the  propKJsed 
rule  (41  FR  18618).  Their  origins  were 
as  follows: 


Zoos  and  zoological  societies -  17 

State  governments -  10 

Bird  breeders _  0 

Conservation  organizations _  6 

Circuses  and  related  organizations —  4 

Private  Individuals -  4 

Animal  dealer _  1 

Falconry  club _  1 


The  comments  are  summarized  below, 
with  a  response  to  each  by  the  Service. 

1.  Comment.  CSSP’s  should  not  be  reg¬ 
ulated  by  the  Service.  Overly  restrictive 
regulations  are  counter  to  the  purpose  of 
the  Act.  Captive  populations  of  exotic 
species  should  not  be  regulated  in  the 
United  States.  CSSP  Regulations  are  not 
needed  because  there  is  already  a  surplus 
of  animals  in  zoos. 

Response.  The  Service  recognizes  that 
overly  restrictive  regulations  hamper  the 
transfer  of  breeding  stock  and  progeny 
among  animals  breeders.  In  this  way 
they  Interfere  with  the  development  of 
large  populations  of  captive  animals.  The 
reason  why  the  Service  continues  to  reg¬ 
ulate  captive  populations  of  exotic  ani¬ 
mals  that  are  Endangered  in  the  wild  is 
that  they  constitute  important  gene  pools 
and  can  be  used  to  rejuvinate  or  re-in¬ 
troduce  wild  populations.  The  justifica¬ 
tion  for  the  CSSP  rules  is  that  they  will 
reduce  the  degree  of  regulation  by  the 
Service  to  facilitate  the  transfer  of  breed¬ 
ing  stock  and  progeny,  while  still  provid¬ 
ing  some  control  of  activities  involving 
such  animals.  These  more  lenient  rules 
will  help  to  alleviate  the  problem  of 
transferring  surplus  animals.  Previous 
rules  have  hindered  this  transfer-  and 
have  led  to  the  development  of  localized 
surpluses. 

2.  Comment.  Import  and  export  re¬ 
strictions  should  not  be  weakened  by  the 
CSSP  rules.  There  should/should  not  be 
any  import  or  export  of  CSSP’s.  Occa¬ 
sional  infusion  of  wild  blood  might  be 
desirable.  Import  and  export  should  (mly 
by  allowed  if  Individual  animals  are  ac- 
coimted  for. 

Response.  The  Service  feels  that  Im¬ 
port  and  export  must  be  strictly  regu¬ 
lated  so  that  wild  populations  of  exotic 
species  are  not  exploited  for  purposes  of 
captivity,  and  so  that  captive  populations 
in  the  United  States  are  not  dispersed  to 
other  coimtries  for  purposes  that  would 
not  benefit  the  species.  The  Service  rec¬ 
ognizes  that  Import  and  export  of  CSSP’s 
is  occasionally  Justified  to  enhance 
propagation,  but  that  it  must  be  much 
more  stringently  controlled  than  trans¬ 
fer  from  one  propagator  to  another  with¬ 
in  this  country.  The  rules  make  permits 
avaflable  for  import  and  nport  pursu¬ 
ant  to  S  17.33.  However,  animals  originat¬ 


ing  outside  this  country  are  excluded 
from  treatment  as  CSSP’s. 

3.  Comment.  The  purchasing  or  sdling 
of  CSSP’s  should/should  not  be  allowed. 
Exploitation  of  CSSP’s  by  roadside  zoos 
should  be  prohibited.  Private  zoos  and 
propagators  should  be  allowed  to  obtain 
permits.  Dealers  should  be  allowed  to 
transfer  animals  between  zoos. 

Response.  The  Service  recognizes,  as 
mentioned  earlier,  that  propagation  of 
CSSP’s  is  expensive  and  often  depends 
on  the  propagator’s  ability  to  recoup  his 
expenses  through  the  sale  of  surplus 
animals.  This  is  not  the  major  reason 
for  the  CSSP  rules,  although  commerce 
is  often  Important  to  the  propagators. 
The  Service  is  not  concern^  about  the 
profit  involved  in  the  transfer  of  CSSP’s, 
but  it  is  concerned  about  the  continua¬ 
tion  of  the  CSSP’s  themselves.  For  this 
reason,  §  17.33  provides,  in  part,  for  per¬ 
mits  to  allow  commercial  activities  with 
CSSP’s  to  the  extent  that  the  activities 
enhance  the  propagation  or  survival  of 
the  species. 

4.  Comment.  Criteria  need  to  be  estab¬ 
lished  for  individuals  or  institutions  who 
may  obtain  a  CSSP  permit.  A  list  of  ap¬ 
proved  zoos  should  be  developed.  Quali¬ 
fied  institutions  or  individuals  can  be 
defined  by  criteria  of  the  American  As¬ 
sociation  of  Zoological  Pai^  and  Aquar¬ 
iums,  of  the  American  Game  Bird 
Breeders  Association  or  of  other  orga¬ 
nizations.  They  can  also  be  defined  by 
licensing  in  cooperaticm  with  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Ai^culture. 

Response.  The  Service  has  developed 
Issuance  criteria  for  CSSP  permits,  which 
are  stated  in  §  17.33.  The  proposed  rules 
would  have  added,  as  a  further  criterion, 
that  the  opinions  or  views  of  scientists 
or  other  persons  or  organizations  be  con¬ 
sidered.  Any  (H>inions  or  views  expressed 
by  the  organizations  mentioned  above  or 
by  anyone  else,  would  be  considered  by 
the  Director  in  deciding  whether  or  not 
a  permit  should  be  Issued.  The  proposal 
also  would  have  established  that  any 
application  for  a  CSSP  permit,  to  allow 
an  unlimited  number  of  transactions 
over  a  specified  period  of  time  would  be 
published  routinely  in  the  EtozRAL  Reg¬ 
ister  with  a  request  for  comments. 

5.  Comment.  Circuses  should/should 
not  be  allowed  to  obtain  CSSP  permits. 
Circuses  should  be  allowed  to  Import  and 
export  animals  if  they  are  individually 
accounted  for.  The  pit^iibitions  regard¬ 
ing  “c<»nmercial  activities”  should  not 
apply  to  circuses. 

Response.  Permits  to  conduct  other¬ 
wise  prohibited  activities  with  C?SSP’s 
are  available  to  any  person  who  meets 
the  requirements  of  the  Service,  as  spec¬ 
ified  in  S  17.33.  Circuses  will  receive 
consideration  equal  to  that  afforded  all 
other  organizations  or  individuals  who 
apply  for  permits.  The  prohibitions  of 
the  Act  concerning  Interstate  and  for¬ 
eign  commerce  ‘‘in  the  course  of  a  com¬ 
mercial  activity”  likewise  will  be  en¬ 
forced  for  all  organizations  and  In¬ 
dividuals,  Including  circuses.  Importa¬ 
tion  and  exportation  of  CTSSP’s  may  be 
allowed  if  the  Service  is  satisfied  that 
the  animals  originated  in  captivity  in 


the  United  States  and  that  they  are  not 
being  exported  for  purposes  that  are  in¬ 
consistent  with  the  purposes  of  the  Act. 
The  availability  of  the  requirement  of 
uniquely  marking  or  othowlse  ki^tlfy- 
Ing  Individual  animals  will  aid  in  this 
respect. 

6.  Comment.  The  proposed  CSSP  per¬ 
mit  system  is  too  burdensome  and  com¬ 
plicated.  The  Service  does  not  need  to 
know  about  the  construction  details  of 
all  shipping  containers,  the  care  of 
animals  during  transportation,  the  oc¬ 
currence  of  mortalities  in  the  past,  the 
facilities  in  which  animals  are  kept,  or 
how  animals  will  be  disposed  at  the  end 
of  the  activity.  Permits  should  be  issued 
for  a  period  longer  than  two  years.  Per¬ 
mit  applications  should  not  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register.  All 
transfers  of  animals  should  be  published 
In  the  Federal  Register. 

Response.  The  basic  reason  for 
creating  the  CSSP  permit  system  is  to 
reduce  the  paperwork  to  the  minimum 
needed  to  ensure  .that  C?SSP’s  are  suc¬ 
cessfully  maintained  and  that  animals 
are  not  used  for  purix)ses  that  are  in¬ 
consistent  with  the  purposes  of  the  Act. 
The  application  requirements  for  a 
CSSP  permit  are  the  minimum  needed 
to  determine  if  a  person  is  qualified  to 
engage  in  activities  Involving  such 
animals.  The  Service  would  like  to  know 
about  the  care,  housing,  transportation 
and  disposition  of  animals  to  the  extent 
a  person  is  able  to  describe  these  items 
at  the  time  he  applies  for  a  permit.  Ob¬ 
viously,  changes  may  occur  in  the  course 
of  the  activities.  In  this  case,  they  must 
be  reported  when  renewal  of  the  permit 
is  sought. 

The  Service  will  provide  simple  three- 
ply  forms  to  each  CSSP  permittee,  on 
which  he  is  to  record  all  transfers  of 
a-nima-Ls  to  Other  holders  of  CSSP  per¬ 
mits.  The  first  copy  of  each  form  is  to 
be  retained  by  the  seller,  the  second  is 
to  be  retained  by  the  buyer,  and  the 
third  is  to  be  sent  to  the  Service  for 
analysis.  The  data  from  these  forms  will 
be  used  to  determine  the  dlstributicm 
and  current  status  cff  CSSP’s. 

By  Issuing  CSSP  permits  valid  tofe  a 
p>eriod  of  two  years,  the  Service  will  be 
able  to  obtain  reasonably  current  in¬ 
formation  about  the  facilities  and  other 
items  described  in  the  permit  m>pllca- 
tion.  A  longer  period  might  see  too  many 
unfavorable  changes.  A  shm^r  period 
might  place  a  burdensome  requirement 
on  the  permittee. 

The  Service  intends  to  publish  in  the 
Federal  Register  all  applications  for 
(7SSP  permits  to  conduct  an  unlimited 
number  of  transactions  over  a  specified 
period  of  time.  This  will  allow  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  outside  commoit  on  the  quali¬ 
fications  of  the  ai^icant.  Publicatlcai  of 
each  transfer  of  an  animal  would  be 
unnecessary,  since  transfers  could  only 
occur  between  pOTnlttees. 

7.  Comment.  The  genetic  quality  of 
CSSP’s  needs  to  be  maintained.  Genetic 
clumges  can  occur  In  isolated  captive 
populations.  Birth  rates  may  decline 
over  successive  generations.  Conthiulty 
of  a  captive  population  cannot  be  as- 
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Hired  without  long-term  binding  agree- 
m^ts. 

RMjxmie.  The  Service  recognises  the 
Importance  of  maintaining  genetic  qual¬ 
ity  In  CSSP’s.  and  of  assuring  that  they 
continue  to  exist.  However,  sclenUflc 
management  of  breeding  programs  In¬ 
volving  CSSP’s  is  currently  beyond  the 
scope  of  the  Service.  Federal  regulation 
to  the  extent  necessary  to  manage  genet¬ 
ic  quality  Is  not  practical  at  this  time  and 
might  not  be  desirable  at  any  time. 

8.  Comment.  The  care  of  anlmato 
should  not  be  considered  as  a  criterion  In 
Issuing  CSSP  permits.  The  Service 
should  not  assume  responsibilities  erf  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Agricultxire  imder 
the  Animal  Welfare  Act  of  1972.  The 
Service  should  co(g)erate  with  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  in  Inspecting 
the  facilities  of  iqiplicants. 

Reajxmse.  The  Service  needs  to  know 
about  the  care,  housing,  transportation 
and  disposition  of  animals,  as  mentioned 
above,  In  order  to  decide  if  an  applicant 
is  qualfied  to  undertake  otherwise  pro¬ 
hibited  activities.  The  Service  is  clearly 
responsible  for  seeing  that  CSSP’s  are 
properly  cared  for,  in  that  CSSP’s  have 
some  relationship  to  Endangered  species 
In  the  wild.  Views  expressed  by  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  woi^  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  evaluating  the  qualifications 
of  permit  apirflcants,  as  would  the  views 
(rf  other  persons  or  organizations  com¬ 
menting  on  aivllcatlons  published  hi  the 
Fxsbsal  Racism. 

9.  Comment.  Marking  or  banding  of 
CSSP  animals  should  be  mandatory. 

Response.  The  Service  recognizes  the 
need  to  identify  individual  animals  of 
CSSP’s,  and  to  distinguish  them  from 
animals  caught  in  the  wild.  However, 
such  Identillcation  does  not  always  re¬ 
quire  marking  or  bcuidlng  if  the  animal 
has  unique  c<rfor  patterns  or  other  dis¬ 
tinguishing  features.  Where  it  is  appro¬ 
priate,  the  Service  will  require  that  ani¬ 
mals  be  marked. 

10.  Comment.  The  following  species 
should  be  determined  to  be  CSSP’s:  Ben¬ 
gal  tiger,  Siberian  tiger,  leopard,  jaguar, 
Aslan  elephsmt,  Bactrian  camel,  Dar¬ 
win’s  rhea,  Hawaiian  goose,  Hawaiian 
duck,  Laysim  diKk,  Swinhoe’s  pheasant. 
Mikado  irfieasant,  ’Turquoise  parakeet, 
and  Rothschild’s  starling.  The  numbers 
of  birds  in  captivity  are  greatly  under¬ 
estimated  for  the  Hiecles  of  pheasants 
listed  in  the  proposed  rules.  No  species 
should  be  treated  as  a  CSSP  if  it  Is  native 
to  the  United  States. 

Response.  The  Service  will  continue  to 
review  the  status  of  captive  p(H>ulaticxis 
of  Endangered  species.  Requests  to  de¬ 
termine  CSSP  status,  along  with  sup¬ 
porting  data,  should  be  sent  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor.  The  Service  recognizes  the  potential 
hazard  to  wild  populations  which  Is  espe¬ 
cially  great  for  species  native  to  this 
country.  Import  restrictions  wlU  help 
protect  animals  of  exotic  species  that 
ml^t  be  taken  fnxn  the  wild. 

,  11.  Comment.  Permits  authorizing 

oonservatioa  exhibition  of  Endangered 
species  should  not  be  limited  to  surplus 
animals,  but  should  Include  animals 


being  used  In  scientific  or  breeding  pro¬ 
grams.  The  use  of  captive-bred  peregrine 
falcons  in  falconry  should  be  allowed  un¬ 
der  permits  for  conaervation  exhibition. 

Response.  The  Service  recognizes  that 
situations  may  arise  where  animals  In¬ 
volved  in  a  scientific  or  breeding  program 
could  also  be  used  for  conservation  exhi¬ 
bition.  In  such  cases,  permits  are  avail¬ 
able  for  the  former  activities  and  need 
not  be  sought  for  conservation  exhibi¬ 
tion.  The  falconry  rules  in  S  21.28,  Part 
21  (rf  Title  50,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  prohibit  the  use  of  species  listed  as 
Endangered  In  §  17.11.  Thus,  even  if  a 
permit  were  to  be  issued  for  conservation 
exhibition  of  peregrine  falcons,  their  use 
in  falconry  would  still  be  prohibited. 

12.  Comment.  ’The  definition  of  eutha¬ 
nasia  should  include  the  condition,  that 
the  animal  can  no  longer  repnxiuce. 

Response.  The  Service  intended  the 
term  “senile”  as  used  in  defining  eutha¬ 
nasia  to  mean  that  the  animal  Is  infirm 
due  to  old  age.  Lack  of  repnxluctive  abil¬ 
ity  is  only  one  of  several  factors  which 
<»n  be  used  in  determining  that  an  ani¬ 
mal  is  infirm  due  to  old  age. 

Conclusion 

’The  Service  has  decided  to  revise  the 
proposed  rules  by  removing  the  white 
eared  pheasant,  Crossoptilon  cross- 
optilon,  from  the  list  of  CS^’s.  The  pro¬ 
posed  rules  stated  that  there  were  appar¬ 
ently  few  captive  individuals  of  this 
species.  No  additional  data  have  been 
presented  to  Indicate  that  more  than  48 
individuals  are  in  captivity,  but  the 
status  of  the  species  will  be  reconsidered 
if  additional  data  are  submitted. 

The  Service  has  also  decided  not  to 
include  as  a  CSSP  any  Endangered 
species  that  is  native  to  the  United 
States.  Such  treatment  would  seriously 
weaken  the  protecti<m  afforded  to  such 
species,  since  animals  unlawfully  cap¬ 
tured  in  the  wild  might  be  falsely  de¬ 
scribed  as  belonging  to  a  CSSP. 

Based  on  comments  received,  the  Serv¬ 
ice  is  revising  the  proposed  rules  con¬ 
cerning  permits  for  CSSP’s.  It  Is  expand¬ 
ing  the  provisions  of  S  17.33  to  cover  im¬ 
port  and  export  Instead  of  using  permits 
under  9  17.32  (for  Threatened  wildlife) 
to  cover  such  activities.  Permits  will  be¬ 
come  available  for  scientific  purpexses,  or 
the  enhancement  of  propagation  or  sur¬ 
vival,  or  economic  hardship,  or  z(x>loglcal 
exhibition,  or  educational  purposes,  or 
special  purposes  (xxislstent  with  the 
purposes  of  the  Act.  The  expanded  provi¬ 
sions  of  9  17.33  will  cover  all  of  the  other¬ 
wise  prohibited  activities  that  are  nor¬ 
mally  Involved  in  managing  CSSP’s. 

Permits  are  available  pursuant  to 
9  17.33  for  a  single  transaction,  a  series 
(rf  transactions,  or  activities  over  a  spe¬ 
cific  period  of  time.  However,  where  ani¬ 
mals  are  taken  or  exiwrted  from  the 
United  States,  permits  will  only  be  avail¬ 
able  for  a  single  transactlcm  or  a  series 
of  transactions.  The  purpose  of  this  is 
to  avoid  an  unrestricted  drain  of  ani¬ 
mals  from  the  CSSP’s.  Such  permits  may 
authorize  the  return  of  the  same  individ¬ 
ual  animals  to  this  country.  Where  other 


animals  are  imported,  whether  or  not 
they  are  from  captive  ixipulatlons  out¬ 
side  the  United  States,  a  9  17.22  (Endan¬ 
gered  speedes)  permit  Is  required.  This  Is 
necessary  because  the  treatment  of 
CSSP’s  as  Threatened  only  applies  to 
animals  In  the  United  States. 

The  Service  has  decided  to  retain  the 
proposed  amendments  to  9 17.33  that 
would  (a)  include  consideration  of  the 
oplnlcms  or  views  of  scientists  or  other 
persons  or  organizations  having  relevant 
expertise  In  the  issuance  criteria  for  per¬ 
mits;  (b)  make  permits  available-  for  a 
single  transaction,  a  series  of  transac¬ 
tions  or  a<rflvltles  over  a  specified  period 
of  time  when  they  do  not  Involve  ex¬ 
portation  or  taking;  (c)  make  permits 
available  for  groups  of  similar  species; 
and  (d)  establish  as  permit  conditions 
that  permittees  may  be  required  to  mark 
animals,  and  that  transactions  must  be 
reported  on  forms  provided  by  the 
Service. 

The  Service  recognizes  that  tlie  defini¬ 
tion  of  “enhancing  the  survival  of  en¬ 
dangered  wfldlife”  is  also  applicable  to 
Threatened  species.  The  definititm  has 
been  modified  to  appdy  to  both  Endan¬ 
gered  and  Threatened  species,  including 
CSSP’s.  It  has  also  been  changed,  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  comments,  to  Indicate  that 
euthanasia  may  be  permitted  for  animals 
that  are  infirm  due  to  old  age  or  genetic 
defects. 

The  Service  intends  to  review  ancL  if 
necessary,  revise  these  rules  In  the  fu¬ 
ture.  Comments  on  them  are  welcome 
and  should  be  sent  to  the  Director.  Peti¬ 
tions  to  determine  that  captive  popula¬ 
tions  of  certain  exotic  species  are  CSSP’s 
are  also  invited,  and  should  be  accompa¬ 
nied  by  data  supporting  the  criteria  given 
in  9  17.7. 

The  following  rules  take  effect  June  1. 
1977.  They  relieve  a  restriction  and. 
therefore,  do  not  require  a  delayed  effec¬ 
tive  date  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553(d). 
Please  note  that  application  require¬ 
ments  for  permits  to  engage  in  interstate 
commerce  in  CSSP’s  remain  the  same  as 
in  the  proposed  rules.  As  a  result,  appli¬ 
cations  that  were  submitted  under  the 
proposed  rules  need  not  be  amended  to 
meet  application  requirements  of  the 
final  rules. 

’This  regulation  was  originated  by  Ar¬ 
thur  W.  Lazarowltz  and  Richard  L. 
Jachowskl  of  the  Federal  Wildlife  Permit 
Office. 

Not*. — The  Service  has  determined  that 
this  document  does  not  contain  a  major  pro¬ 
posal  requiring  preparation  of  an  Bconomlc 
Impact  Statement  under  Executive  Order 
1 1949  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Dated:  May  18. 1977. 

Ltnn  a.  Grejutwalt, 
Director, 

Fish  and  WtidU/e  Service. 

Accordingly,  Part  17,  Subchapter  B, 
Chapter  I  of  Title  50.  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Is  amended  as  foUows: 

1.  In  9  17.3,  Insert  the  following  ma¬ 
terial  between  the  end  of  the  sentence 
that  defines  “Endangered”  and  the  be- 
ghinlng  of  the  sentence  that  defines 
“Harass”: 
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§  17.3  Definitions. 

•  •  •  •  • 

“Enhance  the  survival,”  Enhancing  the 
survival,”  or  “ESihancement  of  survival” 
includes,  among  other  things,  the  follow¬ 
ing  activities,  when  it  can  be  shown  that 
such  activities  would  not  be  detrimental 
to  the  continued  survival  of  eithes  the 
wild  or  captive  populations  of  the  species 
in  question,  and  only  when  the  animals 
involved  are  already  ill  captivity  at  the 
time  an  application  is  submitted. 

(a)  Conservation  exhibition.  The  hve 
exliibition  of  animals  in  a  manner  de¬ 
signed  to  educate  the  puWlc  to  the  eco¬ 
logical  role  and  conservation  needs  of  the 
species,  when  such  animals  are  not  then 
needed  in  any  known  scientific  or  propa¬ 
gative  program  due  to  surpluses  of  cer¬ 
tain  age  or  sex  groups,  lack  of  compat¬ 
ible  mates,  immaturity  or  other  reasons, 
and  when  such  exhibition  does  not  Im¬ 
pair  the  future  use  of  the  exhibited  ani¬ 
mals  for  scientific  or  propagative  pur¬ 
poses; 

(b)  Euthanasia.  When  applied  to  an 
animal  that  is  terminally  iU,  critically  in¬ 
jured  or  infirm  due  to  old  age  or  genetic 
defects  and  when  carried  out  under  the 
order  and  supervision  of  a  qualified  vet¬ 
erinarian;  and 


(c)  Surplus  pools.  Hie  accumulation 
and  holding  for  future  propagation  or 
scientific  purposes  of  animals  that  are 
either  not  immediately  needed  or  suitable 
for  propagation  or  scientific  purposes, 
and  that  should  be  relocated  to  relieve 
crowding  or  other  problems  hindering 
the  scientific  or  propagative  program 
at  the  location  from  which  the  animal 
would  be  removed. 

2.  In  S  17.7,  paragraph  (d)  the  first 
sentence  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

•  •  •  •  • 

§  17.7  Captive,  self-sll^la■ning  popula- 
tion**. 

•  •  •  ‘  •  • 

(d)  Permits  shall  be  available  only 
pursuant  to  §  17.33  for  persons  who  wish 
to  engage  in  otherwise  prohibited  activ¬ 
ities  with  specimens  of  wildlife  listed  as 
threatened  under  this  section. 

•  •  •  *  • 

3.  In  S  17.11(1),  add  the  following  in 
alphabetical  order: 

§  17.11  Endangered  and  threatened 
wildlife* 

•  •  •  •  a 

(D  •  •  • 


Speeiw, 

Range 

Common  name  Scientific  name 

Popolatieii 

ForUooof 
Known  range  when 
dtetribatioD  threatened  or 
endangered 

WbM 
Btatoi  Meted 

•peeW 

rain 

MAMIIAIJI 

Leopard . Panthert  par- 

dut 

Tiger . Panthentteri* 


captivitT  In 
United  Statea 

the  N/A 

N/A 

Entire . 

. 

..  T(C/P)  .... 

..  T(C/P)  .... 

....  N/A 

....  N/A 

N/A 

de.. . 

..  T(C/P)  .... 

....  N/A 

—do . 

. N/A 

. do. . 

..  T(C/P)  .... 

....  N/A 

-.do . 

. N/A 

. do. . 

..  T(C/P) .... 

....  N/A 

BIRDS 


I’heasant.  brown- 

CrouoptUon 

In  captivity  in  the 

N/A 

Entire.. 

. T(C/P)  .... 

...  N/A 

cared 

marUchuri- 

cum 

United  StatM 

. . T(C/P)  .... 

...  N/A 

I'lieasant. 

Lophura 

. do . 

.  N/A 

. do— 

Edwrard’s 

edwardti 

. . T(C/P) _ 

...  N/A 

I'lieasant,  bar¬ 
tailed 

Svrmatieu* 

harnUu 

.  N/A 

. T(C/P)  .... 

...  N/A 

Pheasant,  Mikado. 

Syrrnatieru 

.  N/A 

. do... 

. T(C/P)  .... 

...  N/A 

Pheasant, 

PolfpUctron 

.  N/A 

. do... 

Palawan  pea¬ 
cock 

Pheassmt, 

empkanum 

lA>pkuTe 

. do . . 

.  N/A 

. do.. 

. T(C/P)..-. 

...  N/A 

Swinhoe’s  twinhoU 


4.  Amend  S  17.33  by: 

a.  Revising  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
Introductory  language; 

b.  Adding  a  sent^ce  to  the  end  of  the 
paragraph  titled  “Example”: 

c.  Amending  paragraph  (a),  and  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (a)  (1) ; 

d.  Redesignating  existing  paragraphs 
(b)  (5)  and  (b)  (6)  as  paragraphs  (b)  (6) 
and  (b)  (7)  respectively,  and  adding  a 
new  paragraph  (b)  (5),  and  revising  the 
new  (b) (6) ; 

e.  Revising  paragraidi  (c)  Permit  con¬ 
ditions:  8^ 


f .  Amending  paragraph  (d) .  Duration 
of  permits.  As  amended,  §  17.33  reads  as 
follows: 

§  17.33  Permits— —rapt ive,  self-sustaining 
populations. 

Upon  receipt  of  a  complete  application, 
the  Director  may.  for  any  purpose  spec¬ 
ified  in  the  first  paragraph  Ol  §  17.32 
issue  a  permit  for  any  activity  otherwise 
pix^lbited  with  regard  to  threatened 
wildlife  for  specimens  of  a  captive,  self- 
sustaining  populati<m  (see  S  17.7) .  Such 
species  are  listed  in  §  17.11  with  the  no¬ 


tation  “T(C/P)”  in  the  current  status 
column.  Permits  may  authorize  a  single 
transaction,  a  series  of  transactions  or 
activities  over  a  specific  period  oi  time. 
However,  in  the  case  of  transactions  in¬ 
volving  exportation  or  taking,  permits 
may  authorize  only  a  single  transaction 
or  a  series  of  transactions. 

Example:  A  breeder  of  exotic  endangered 
pheasants  wants  to  buy  and  sell  captive- 
reared  endangered  birds  for  the  purpose  of 
propagation.  The  species  he  has  have  all  been 
determined  to  have  captive,  self-sustaining 
populations  pursuant  to  {  17.7,  and  such  cap¬ 
tive  populations  have  been  listed  as  threat¬ 
ened  (T  (C/P)  1.  He  now  may  apply  for  a  per¬ 
mit  to  authorize  the  interstate  sale  under 
this  S  17.33.  If  his  permit  is  issped,  and  is 
valid  for  2  years,  it  would  cover  all  transac¬ 
tions  of  the  type  for  which  it  was  issued  (such 
as  sales  in  Interstate  commerce)  for  that  pe¬ 
riod.  A  separate  permit  and  application  fee  is 
not  required  for  each  transaction.  Individual 
transactions  are  accounted  for  by  the  re¬ 
porting  and  recordkeeping  requirements  in 
the  regulations,  and  those  specified  on  the 
face  of  the  permit.  At  the  end  of  the  2-year 
period,  the  permit  may  be  renewed  by  fol¬ 
lowing  the  renewal  procedures  in  Part  13 
(General  Permit  Procedures),  113.34  (Re¬ 
newal).  In  this  instance,  application  for 
renewal  should  be  made  60  days  before  the 
current  permit  expires,  to  allow  for  admin¬ 
istrative  handling  and  publication  in  the 
Fkdeeai.  Register. 

(a)  Application  requirements.  Appli¬ 
cations  for  permits  under  this  section 
shall  be  submit!^  to  the  Director  by  the 
Intended  recipient  of  the  wildlife.  Each 
such  application  must  be  submitted  on 
an  officii  application  form  (Form  3-200) 
provided  by  the  Service,  and  must  in¬ 
clude,  as  an  attachment,  the  following 
information  for  each  group  of  similar 
species: 

(1)  The  common  and  scientific  names 
of  the  species  sought  to  be  covered  by 
the  permit,  the  activity  sought  to  be  au¬ 
thorized  (such  as  selling  in  interstate 
commerce)  and  whether  such  authoriza¬ 
tion  is  required  for  a  single  transaction, 
a  series  of  transactions  or  activities  over 
a  specific  period  of  time. 

(b)  *  *  * 

(5)  The  opinions  or  views  Df  scientists 
or  other  persons  or  oreranizations  hav¬ 
ing  expertise  concerning  the  wildlife  or 
other  matters  germane  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  that  have  been  received  (publication 
of  the  complete  application  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  requesting  public  review 
and  comment  for  a  30-day  period  shall 
be  routine  for  all  requests  for  permits 
to  authorize  activities  over  a  specific  pe¬ 
riod  of  time  and  others  may  be  pub¬ 
lished  as  the  Director  deems  appropri¬ 
ate)  ; 

(6)  Whether  the  proposed  use  of  the 
wildlife  adequatly  fulfills  one  of  the  pur¬ 
poses  for  which  permits  may  be  issued; 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Permit  conditions.  In  addition  to 
the  general  conditions  set  forth  in  Part 
13  of  this  subchapter,  every  permit  is¬ 
sued  under  this  section  shall  be  subject 
to  the  following  special  conditions: 
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(1)  Unless  otherwise  authorized  by 
the  permit,  the  permittee  may  not  trans¬ 
fer  the  ownership  of  any  animal  obtained 
or  held  \mder  the  permit  except  to  a 
holder  of  a  valid  permit  Issued  under 
this  section  that  authorizes  such  trans¬ 
fers  with  regard  to  the  species  involved. 

(2)  Permittee  must  keep  complete  and 
accurate  records  of  all  activities  con¬ 
ducted  under  the  permit.  Reports  of  such 
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activities.  Including  Individual  transac¬ 
tions,  must  be  made  by  the  permittee  on 
forms  provided  by  the  Service,  or  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  instructions  from  the 
Service. 

(3)  Permittee  may  be  required  to  band, 
tattoo,  mark  or  otherwise  permanently 
identify  wildlife  held  imder  authority  of 
such  permit. 
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(d)  Duration  of  permits.  The  dura¬ 
tion  of  permits  Issued  under  this  section 
shall  be  designated  on  the  face  of  the 
permit,  but  In  no  case  shall  any  such  per¬ 
mit  be  valid  for  longer  than  7  years. 

(Secs.  4.  10.  Pub.  L.  OS-aOft.  87  SUt.  686,  900, 
(leUJB.C.  18SS.  1639).)  • 

[FR  Doc.77-16300  PUed  6-Sl-77;8:46  am] 
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